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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1. Applicant's election of Invention I in the reply filed on 10/19/05 is acknowledged. Even 
though the applicant has stated that the election is with traverse, because applicant did not 
distinctly and specifically point out the supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the 
election has been treated as an election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-7, 10, 14, 16 and 62-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 7, 62, 65 and 68 recites the limitation "said requester". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. With respect to Claim 2, 5, 10 and 14: these claims are dependent claims which is meant 
to further limit the receiving step in the independent claims which is "receiving a request for 
requirements for a selected country", which means the request is for a single country. It does not 
claim that the request is for one or more countries, it is limited to only one country. Therefore, 
by reciting that the request is now for a plurality of countries, causes the claim to be unclear, due 
to the fact that the claim is changing the receiving step, not further limiting it. The examiner 
suggests changing the wording in Claim to "one or more selected countries". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-16 and 62-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Lederer, Jr. et al. (2002/0023109). 

8. With respect to Claims 1, 4, 7-9, 12, 13, 16, 62, 65 and 68: Lederer discloses the use of a 
method, system and program product with instructions for operating a computer comprising the 
steps and means for: 

a. Storing core requirements applicable to a plurality of countries (Paragraph 0038); 

b. Storing country-specific requirements applicable to respective countries 
(Paragraph 0038, Lederer also discloses the use of MSDS, which give standardized 
shipping requirements, which the examiner considers to be core requirements); 

c. Storing on said computer country-specific summary requirements (Paragraph 
0042, the examiner considers the tables to be in the form of a summary); 

d. Receiving a request for a summary report of requirements for a selected country 
(see abstract, and Paragraph 0038); 

e. Providing core as well as country-specific requirements (see abstract and 
paragraphs 0038 and 0040), it is the examiner's position that if the country specific 
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requirements are provided, them it is inherent that the process of Lederer determines if 
they are there, due to the fact that how can they be provided if they weren't first 
determined they were there/stored. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 2, 5, 10 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as anticipated by or, in the 
alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Lederer Jr., et al. 

11. With respect to Claims 2, 5, 10 and 14: Lederer discloses the system can be used for 
multiple shipments, therefore there would have to be a request with a plurality of countries. 
Furthermore, It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the request by for multiple countries, since it has been held that a 
mere multiplicity of parts or steps involves only routine skill in the art. St. Regis Paper Co. v 
Bemis Co. 193 USPQ 8. Therefore it would have been obvious to Lederer to have the request be 
for multiple carriers, do to the fact that requesting information on multiple countries, would have 
been at the level of ordinary skill in the art. 

12. With respect to Claims 3, 6, 1 1, 15, 63, 64, 66 and 67: Lederer discloses providing 
country specific regulations as well as core regulations, however does not expressly state 
providing the results in a matrix format. At the time the invention was made, it would have been 
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an obvious matter of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art to have the results 
displayed in a matrix format, because Applicant has not disclosed that displaying the results in a 
matrix format provides an advantage or solves a stated problem. One of ordinary skill in the art, 
furthermore, would have expected Applicant's invention to perform equally well with the results 
disclosed in list format, because they are both provided to the user, just organized in different 
ways. Therefore, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify Lederer to 
provide the results in matrix format, as specified in Claims 3,6, 11, 15, 63, 64, 66 and 67. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Harbor Inc. ( www.openharbor.com) discloses a trade automation system which aids 
in international shipping, Hjelm and McCarthy disclose an international electronic transaction 
which ensures compliance with international shipping regulations and Walker et al. (US 
2002/0095355) discloses the use of a computer-implemented international trade system and 
method which ships items based on international shipping regulations. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamisue A. Webb whose telephone number is (571) 272-681 1. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 - 4:00). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Jamisue Webb 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3629 



